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COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 
 
SUFFOLK, ss.                     BUILDING CODE APPEALS BOARD 
           DOCKET NO. 11-985 
______________________________ 
      ) 
Record Keeper, Frederick Smith, Jr.  ) 
Appellant                          ) 
     ) 
v.     ) 
     )      
Town of Avon,   ) 
Appellee                          ) 
______________________________) 
 
BOARD’S DECISION ON APPEAL 
 
Introduction 
 
 This matter came before the State Building Code Appeals Board (“Board”) on Appellant’s 
appeal application filed pursuant to G.L. c.143, §100 and 780 CMR 122.1  (“Application”).  
Appellant requested the Board grant a variance from 780 CMR 901.2, 901.7.2.1, 901.2.9 and 
903.3.1.1 with respect to a fire suppression system for a data storage space/vault located at 57 
Littlefield Street, Avon, MA.  
 
Procedural History 
 
The Board convened a public hearing on April 19, 2011, in accordance with G.L.c. 30A, §§10 
& 11; G.L.c. 143, §100; 801 CMR 1.02; and 780 CMR 122.3.  All interested parties were provided 
with an opportunity to testify and present evidence to the Board.  Appellee had issued a letter, dated 
February 24, 2011, directing Appellant to seek an appeal to the Board about the use of an alternative 
fire protection system which would vary from the requirements of 780 CMR.   
 
Discussion 
 
 Appellant presented information about the need to install a clean agent type of fire 
suppression system, rather than a wet/sprinkler system, in the data storage area because the media 
(such as computer storage materials) cannot be exposed to water.  The storage facility is to be used 
for off-site storage of, among other things, computer files which customers have as part of their data 
back-up and recovery plans.  Appellant also presented information about the use of the proposed fire 
suppression system in several other similar facilities. 
 
 The Fire Chief for the Town of Avon had no objection to variance.      
 
Conclusion 
  
The Board made a motion to grant the variance, as requested, to allow for the installation of a 
clean agent fire suppression system instead of a sprinkler system.  The motion was approved 
unanimously. 
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_______________________    _______________________    __________________ 
                     Ralph Cirelli        Douglas A. Semple, Chair        Alexander MacLeod 
 
 
 
 
Any person aggrieved by a decision of the State Building Code Appeals Board may appeal to 
Superior Court in accordance with G.L. c.30A, §14 within 30 days of receipt of this decision. 
 
 
DATED:  April 27, 2011 
 
